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DETAILED ACTION 

Response period for office action has been restarted due to applicant pointing 
out enror In the previous office action as prescribed in MPEP 710.06. Action on the 
merits are as follows: 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the Invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

1 . Claims 1 , 3, 5, 9 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Kelly (USPN 278341). 

Regarding claim 1 , Kelly discloses a kit for use in playing a golf game, 
comprising a play ball; a club having a shaft and a club head coupled to a first end of 
the shaft for striking the play ball; and a target ball for being positioned a selected 
distance from the club and adapted to be contacted by the play ball during game play, 
whereby a player is allowed to strike the play ball using the club until the play ball 
contacts the target ball (See Figure 1 and Page 1 ). 

Regarding claim 3, Kelly discloses a plurality of play balls, wherein each of the 
plurality of play balls having a color that is different from any other of the plurality of play 
balls (See Page 1, lines 78 through 91). 

Regarding claim 5, Kelly shows a ball having a plurality of concentric regions 
(See Figure 1 ). 



Application/Control Number: 10/700,762 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3711 

Regarding claim 9, Kelly discloses the club head including first and second club 
faces having a symmetrical configuration so that the club may be used by right or left 
handed players (See Figure 1). 

Regarding claim 12, Kelly discloses a kit for use in playing a golf and soccer-like 
game, comprising: a play ball; a club having a shaft and a club head axially coupled to a 
first end of said shaft, said dub head including a club face portion having a pair of 
opposed symmetrically configured club faces for striking said play ball; means for 
selectively rotating said club head to a desired club face configuration in which means 
for rotating is the user's hand; a target ball for being positioned a selected distance from 
said club and adapted to be contacted by said play ball when said play ball is struck, 
during game play. 

Claims 19 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Urquhart (USPN 569438). 

Regarding daim 19, Urquhart disdoses a golf club head having a shaft with first 
and second ends, a hosel D fixedly attached to the first end of the shaft and defining a 
bore at an acute angle, a hosel spline F positioned in the bore, and a dub head having 
a club face portion B and a rod A extending outwardly from the club face portion and 
received in the hosel bore for longitudinal and rotational movement and wherein club 
head indudes a club head spline extending about the rod adjacent the club face, and a 
means E for selectively moving the rod between an engaged configuration wherein the 
splines are releasably mated together and a released configuration in which the splines 
are displaced from one another (See Page 1 and Figures 1 and 2). 
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Regarding claim 20, Urquliart discloses a spring means in the hosel bore for 
biasing the rod toward the engaging configuration wherein the means for selectively 
moving the rod includes a lever pivotally coupled to the hosel adjacent a free of the rod 
(See Figures 1 and 2). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth In this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Kelly 
(USPN 278341 ) in view of Obligio (USPN 4799666). 

Regarding claim 2, Kelly does not disclose the target ball being larger in diameter 
than the play ball. Obligio discloses a game in which balls collided having a plurality of 
ball wherein the ball are throw against a larger ball wherein the larger ball is the target 
9See Column 5, lines 52 through 26). One having ordinary skill in the art would have 
found it obvious to have the target ball larger than the play ball in order to increase the 
amusement of the game. 

3. Claims 7, 8, and 1 5 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kelly (USPN 278341 ) in view of Arkin (USPN 3829092). 

Regarding claim 7, Kelly does not disclose the shaft of the club being telescopic. 
Arkin discloses a golf club having a shaft includes a first shaft portion defining a 
longitudinal axis and a second shaft portion telescopically received In the first shaft 
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portion and movable along the longitudinal axis (See Abstract). One having ordinary 
skill in the art would have found it obvious to incorporate a telescoping shaft, as taught 
by Arkin, in order to facilitate storage the golf club. 

Regarding claim 8, Arkin discloses a means on the shaft for selectively holding 
and releasing the first and second shaft portions at a selected telescopic configuration. 

Regarding claim 15, Kelly does not disclose the shaft of the club being 
telescopic. Arkin discloses a golf club having a shaft includes a first shaft portion 
defining a longitudinal axis and a second shaft portion telescopically received in the first 
shaft portion and movable along the longitudinal axis and a means on the shaft for 
selectively holding and releasing the first and second shaft portions at a selected 
telescopic configuration (See Abstract). One having ordinary skill in the art would have 
found it obvious to incorporate a telescoping shaft, as taught by Arkin, in order to 
facilitate storage the golf club. 

4. Claims 4 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kelly (USPN 278341) in view of I Fogarty et al. (USPN 4575078). 

Regarding claim 4, Kelly does not disclose the play balls having a fuzzy material. 
Fogarty discloses a plurality of balls having a fuzzy material (See Summary of the 
Invention). One having ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to have ball 
made of a fuzzy material, as taught by Fogarty et al., in order to prevent damaging the 
playing surface and balls. 

Regarding claim 16, Kelly does not disclose the play balls having a fuzzy 
material. Fogarty discloses a plurality of balls having a fuzzy material (See Summary of 
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the Invention). One having ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to have 
ball made of a fuzzy material, as taught by Fogarty et al., in order to prevent damaging 
the playing surface and balls. Furthermore, applicant does not state why it is critical for 
the target ball to be larger in diameter than the play ball in order to attain the invention. 
Therefore, one having ordinary skill in the art would have found such to be an obvious 
matter of desire choice. The target ball of Kelly would perform equally as well because it 
is distinguished from the other balls within the game. 

5. Claims 1-6, 9, 12, and 16-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mosier et al. (USPN 4244576). 

Regarding claim 1 , Mosier et al. discloses a kit comprising a play ball 36, a club 
62 having a shaft and a club head coupled to a first end of the shaft, and a target 52 for 
being positioned a selected distance from the club and adapted to be contacted by the 
play ball during the game (See Figures 6, 8, and 9). Applicant does not disclose why it 
is critical to have the target on a ball in order to attain the invention. Therefore, based 
upon inasmuch is defined by the applicant's specification and drawings, element 16 is a 
target ball. 

Regarding claim 2, Mosier et al. discloses the target having a diameter that is 
larger than the play ball (See Figure 6). 

Regarding claim 3, Mosier et al. discloses a plurality of play ball but does not 
disclose the play balls being different colors from one another (See Column 6, lines 28 
through 55). It is common within any art to make a plurality of elements different colors 
for the other in order to individually distinguish each element; therefore, one having 
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ordinary sl<ill in the art would have been motivate to have the play ball of different color 
for such reason. 

Regarding claim 4, Mosier et al. discloses the play ball including a layer of fuzzy 
material (See Figure 8). 

Regarding claim 5, Mosier et al. discloses the target having a plurality of 
concentric regions (See Figure 6). 

Regarding claim 6, Mosier et al. discloses the target including one of a hook and 
loop fastener material connected to at least one of the plurality of concentric regions 
and the play ball including another of a hook and loop fastener material attached to an 
outer surface thereof (See Figure 8, and Column 6, lines 28 through 55). 

Regarding claim 9, Mosier et al. disclose the club head having a first and second 
club face having a symmetrical configuration (See Figure 9). 

Regarding claim 12, Mosier et al. discloses a kit comprising a play ball 36, a club 
62 having a shaft and a club head coupled to a first end of the shaft and a club head 
having a pair of opposed symmetrically club faces, a means for rotating the club head to 
a desired club face configuration, which are the hands of the user, and a target 52 for 
being positioned a selected distance from the club and adapted to be contacted by the 
play ball during the game (See Figures 6, 8, and 9). Applicant does not disclose why It 
is critical to have the target on a ball in order to attain the invention. One having ordinary 
skill in the art would have found it an obvious matter of design choice. The target 
disclosed by Mosier et al. would have performed equally as well because it allow the 
user to observe his or her swing. 
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Regarding claim 16, Mosier et al. discloses the play ball including a layer of fuzzy 
material (See Figure 8). 

Regarding daim 1 7, Mosier et al. discloses the target having a plurality of 
concentric regions wherein the target includes one of a hook and loop fastener material 
connected to at least one of the plurality of concentric regions and the play ball includes 
another of a hook and loop fastener material attached to an outer surface thereof (See 
Figures 6 and 8, and Column 6, lines 28 through 55). 

Regarding claim 18, Mosier discloses providing a target ball, a play ball and a 
club having a shaft with a club head coupled to the shaft; positioning the target ball a 
selected distance from the play ball and club; striking the play ball with the club head 
until it strikes the target because of the nature of the device (See Entire Document).. 
6. Claims 10, 13, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mosier et al. (USPN 4244576) in view of Urquhart (USPN 569438). 

Regarding claims 10 and 13, Urquhart discloses a golf club head having 
adjustable loft angles wherein the club head comprises a hosel, a rod attached to the 
club face, a hosel spline, and a means to adjust the loft angles (See Piage 1 and Figures 
1 and 2). It should be noted that the general shape of the golf club head is common 
within the art of golf. One having ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to 
incorporate the golf club head of Urquhart into that of Mosier et al. in order to allow the 
user to adjust the loft of the club head to that desired. 

Regarding claims 1 1 and 14, Urquhart discloses a spring means in a hosel bore 
for biasing the rod toward an engaged configuration wherein the means for moving the 
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rod includes a lever pivotally coupled to the hosel adjacent a free end of the rod for 
selectively urging the rod toward the releasing configuration. 

7. Clainis 7, 8, and 15 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mosier et al. (USPN 4244576) In view of Arkin (USPN 3829092). 

Regarding claim 7, Mosier et al. does not disclose the shaft of the club being 
telescopic. Arkin discloses a golf club having a shaft includes a first shaft portion 
defining a longitudinal axis and a second shaft portion telescopically received in the first 
shaft portion and movable along the longitudinal axis (See Abstract). One having 
ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to incorporate a telescoping shaft, as 
taught by Arkin, in order to facilitate storage the golf club. 

Regarding claim 8, Arkin discloses a means on the shaft for selectively holding 
and releasing the first and second shaft portions at a selected telescopic configuration. 

Regarding claim 15, Mosier et al. does not disclose the shaft of the club being 
telescopic. Arkin discloses a golf club having a shaft includes a first shaft portion 
defining a longitudinal axis and a second shaft portion telescopically received in the first 
shaft portion and movable along the longitudinal axis and a means on the shaft for 
selectively holding and releasing the first and second shaft portions at a selected 
telescopic configuration (See Abstract). One having ordinary skill In the art would have 
found it obvious to incorporate a telescoping shaft, as taught by Arkin, in order to 
facilitate storage the golf club. 

8. Claims 1 -3 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Schultz et al. (USPN 5383665). 
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Regarding claim 1, Schultz et al. discloses a kit comprising a play ball 18. a dub 
17 having a shaft and a club head coupled to a first end of the shaft, and a target 16 for 
being positioned a selected distance from the club and adapted to be contacted by the 
play ball during the game (See Figure 1 ). Applicant does not disclose why it is critical to 
have the target on a ball in order to attain the invention. Therefore, based upon 
inasmuch is defined by the applicant's specification and drawings, element 16 is a 
target ball. 

Regarding claim 2, Schultz et al. discloses the target ball having a diameter that 
is larger than the play ball (See Figure 1 ). 

Regarding claim 3, Schultz et al. discloses a plurality of play ball wherein the 
groups the play balls being different colors from the one group (See Figure 6 and 
Column 6, lines 56 through 64). It is common within any art to make a plurality of 
elements different colors for the other in order to individually distinguish each element; 
therefore, one having ordinary skill in the art would have been motivate to have the play 
ball of different color for such reason. 

Regarding claim 5. Schultz et al. discloses the target having a plurality of 
concentric regions for indicating point values (See Figure 2). 
9. Claims 7 and 8 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Schultz et al. (USPN 5383665) in view of Arkin (USPN 3829092). 

Regarding claim 7, Schultz et al. does not disclose the shaft of the club being 
telescopic. Arkin discloses a golf club having a shaft includes a first shaft portion 
defining a longitudinal axis and a second shaft portion telescopically received in the first 
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shaft portion and nrK)vable along the longitudinal axis (See Abstract). One having 
ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to incorporate a telescoping shaft, as 
taught by Arkin, in order to facilitate storage the golf dub. 

Regarding claim 8, Arkin discloses a means on the shaft for selectively holding 
and releasing the first and second shaft portions at a selected telescopic configuration. 

10. Claim 10 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Schultz et al. (USPN 5383665) in view of Urquhart (USPN 569438). 

Regarding claim 10, Urquhart discloses a golf club head having adjustable loft 
angles wherein the club head comprises a hosel, a rod attached to the club face, a 
hose! spline, and a means to adjust the loft angles (See Page 1 and Figures 1 and 2). It 
should be noted that the general shape of the golf club head is common within the art of 
golf. One having ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to incorporate the 
golf club head of Urquhart into that of Schultz et al. in order to allow the user to adjust 
the loft of the club head to that desired. 

Regarding claim 11, Urquhart discloses a spring means in a hosel bore for 
biasing the rod toward an engaged configuration wherein the means for moving the rod 
includes a lever pivotally coupled to the hosel adjacent a free end of the rod for 
selectively urging the rod toward the releasing configuration. 

11. Claims 4, 6, 9, 12, 16, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Schultz et al. (USPN 5383665) in view of Mosier et al. (USPN 
4244576). 
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Regarding claim 4. Schultz et al. does not disclose having a fuzzy material on the 
play. Mosier et al. discloses a play ball having a fuzzy material thereon. One having 
ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to have a fuzzy material thereon in 
order to allow the play ball to adhere to the target. 

Regarding claim 6, Mosier et al. discloses the target including one of a hook and 
loop fastener matehal connected to at least one of the plurality of concentric regions 
and the play ball including another of a hook and loop fastener material attached to an 
outer surface thereof (See Figure 8, and Column 6, lines 28 through 55). 

Regarding claims 9 and 12, Schultz et al. discloses a kit comprising a play ball 
18, a club 17 having a shaft and a club head coupled to a first end of the shaft and a 
club head having a pair of opposed symmetrically club faces, a means for rotating the 
club head to a desired club face configuration, which are the hands of the user, and a 
target 16 for being positioned a selected distance from the club and adapted to be 
contacted by the play ball during the game (See Figure 1 ). Applicant does not disclose 
why it is critical to have the target on a ball in order to attain the invention. Therefore, 
based upon inasmuch is defined by the applicant's specification and drawings, element 
16 is a target ball. Mosier et al. inherently discloses a club head having a pair of 
opposed symmetrically dub faces (See Figure 9). One having ordinary skill in the art 
would have found it obvious to substitute the club of Mosier et al. for the club of Schultz 
et al. in order to accommodate left and right handed players. 

Regarding claim 16, Mosier et al. discloses the play ball including a layer of fuzzy 
material (See Figure 8). 
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Regarding claim 17, Mosier et al. discloses the target having a plurality of 
concentric regions wherein the target includes one of a hook and loop fastener material 
connected to at least one of the plurality of concentric regions and the play ball includes 
another of a hook and loop fastener material attached to an outer surface thereof (See 
Figures 6 and 8, and Column 6, lines 28 through 55). 

12. Claims 13 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Schultz et al. (USPN 5383665) in view of Mosier et al. (USPN 4244576) further in 
view of Urquhart (USPN 569438). 

Regarding claim 13, Schultz et al. in view of Mosier does not disclose the club 
head being adjustable. Urquhart discloses a golf club head having adjustable loft 
angles wherein the club head comprises a hosel, a rod attached to the club face, a 
hosel spline, and a means to adjust the loft angles (See Page 1 and Figures 1 and 2). It 
should be noted that the general shape of the golf club head is common within the art of 
golf. One having ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to incorporate the 
golf club head of Urquhart into that of Schultz et al. in order to allow the user to adjust 
the loft of the dub head to that desired. 

Regarding claim 14, Urquhart discloses a spring means in a hosel bore for 
biasing the rod toward an engaged configuration wherein the means for moving the rod 
includes a lever pivotally coupled to the hosel adjacent a free end of the rod for 
selectively urging the rod toward the releasing configuration. 
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1 3. Claim 1 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schultz 
et al. (USPN 5383665) in view of Mosier et al. (USPN 4244576) further in view of Arkin 
(USPN 3829092). 

Regarding claim 15, Schultz et al. in view of Mosier et aL does not disclose the 
shaft of the dub being telescopic. Arkin discloses a golf club having a shaft includes a 
first shaft portion defining a longitudinal axis and a second shaft portion telescopically 
received in the first shaft portion and movable along the longitudinal axis and a means 
on the shaft for selectively holding and releasing the first and second shaft portions at a 
selected telescopic configuration (See Abstract). One having ordinary skill in the art 
would have found it obvious to Incorporate a telescoping shaft, as taught by Arkin, in 
order to facilitate storage the golf club. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alvin A. Hunter whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
441 1 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 7:30AM 
to 4:00PM Eastern Time. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gregory VIdovich, can be reached on 571-272-4415. The fax phone, 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
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published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Alvin A. Hunter, Jr. 




